reviewers of MCI guidelines recommended Medline, Pub Med Central, Science Citation Index, Embase/ExcerptaMedica, Scopus and IndMed as 'acceptable databases' [4] . Subsequent to these debates, the MCI did issue revised guidelines with key amendments on publication in indexed National/International journals. Hence, MCI has professionally and proactively handled the issues raised and accepted key viewpoints of the stakeholders. Nevertheless, some issues in UGC and MCI guidelines do remain debatable [15] .
We acknowledge that guidelines from CCIM has been a hallmark initiative to improve quality of research in the AYUSH institutions. In these guidelines, we reviewed the term 'recognized journal' for research publications. Based on the openness and transparency with which UGC and MCI accepted revisions in their guidelines, the CCIM guidelines could still be improved by incorporating key points regarding the scientific publications. Hence, we recommend the CCIM to define 'recognized' journals as non-predatory journals and indexed in 'acceptable key databases'. [Reference could be made to available practical guidance [16] ]. In the long run, we expect that peer-review procedure of such recognized journals will improve the quality of AYUSH research publications from India.
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